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10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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1. Claims 1-2, and 4-5, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by 
Marchese (2732065). Marchese teaches anti-slip devices with removable cover for adhesive. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by 
Wallace, Jr. (426342). Wallace teaches attachable patches having adhesive (In. 32) and the 
second surface having rough texture that can be grasp by a user as claimed. 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Wallace in view 
of either Merklee et al. (1238551), It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide dimples to provide an alterative pattern as taught by Merklee. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Wallace in view 
of Hampton (6047992) or Bihr (1803836). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill 
in the art to provide a removable cover as taught by Hampton, note portion 19 in Fig. 3), or Bihr, 
note paper layer in Figs. 5-6, to provide an alternative attachment means for the label. 

5. Claims 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Wallace in 
view of either Miller (3162334) or Kalat (451 1069). It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide a pump as taught by Miller or Kalat to dispense the contents 
easily. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7-11, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated 
by Kohlruss et al. (5457890). Kohlruss teaches a device with patches 4 on two sides of a 
container and a pump mechanism as claimed. 

7. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Kohlruss. Kalat teaches that it is known in the art to provide a container from either plastic or 
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glass (col. 9, In. 57). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
bottle from either glass or plastic since these are the common type of material for making bottle. 

8. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-8, 10, 12, 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Deal (5857275). Deal teaches a bottle grip comprising raised features as claimed. 

Regarding claim 8, note the spray mechanism associate with the embodiment in Fig. 8. 

9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kohlruss in view 
of Hanson et al. (D4801 13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide dimples to provide an alternative gripping pattern. 

10. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Deal in view of 
Bihr or Hampton. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a 
removable cover as taught by Hampton, note portion 19 in Fig. 3), or Bihr, note paper layer in 
Figs. 5-6, to provide an alternative attachment means for the label. 

1 1 . Claims 9, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deal in 
view of Miller. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
gripping labels in the bottle of Miller to enable one to grip the container easily. 

Regarding claim 13, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the bottle is plastic to provide the desired material. 

12. Claim 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deal in view of 
Baudin (5916646). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
labels on two sides of the container as taught by Baudin to provide added information and/or for 
decorative purpose. 
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13. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by Bihr (1803836). 
Deal teaches a bottle grip comprising raised features as claimed. 

Regarding claim 3, there are at least two dimples in the design of Bihr. 

14. Claims 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bihr in view 
of Miller. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the gripping 
labels in the bottle of Miller to enable one to grip the container easily. 

Regarding claim 13, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
. provide the bottle is plastic to provide the desired material. 

15. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the Bihr rejection 
as set forth in paragraph 14, and further in view of Baudin. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide labels on two sides of the container as taught by Baudin to 
provide added information and/or for decorative purpose. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on (571)272-4561 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Tri M. Mai ' 
Primary Examiner 
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